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Dcar Ms Dorkh 

O n  behalfoTSBC Communications lnc (3BC.'), I am writing lo inform you that James 
C Smith, Rebccca I .  Sparks, and Gcoffrey M. Klinebcrg, representing SBC, met yesterday wrth 
('liristophcr 1,ibcrlelli of Cliairman Powell's office They discussed the status of the Applrcation. 
i n  general, as wcll as various issues raised by CLECs in this proceeding In addition, Rebccca L 
Sparks and Ceol'frey M Klincberg, on behalfof SBC, spoke on the telephone yesterday wlth 
Jenni fer McKce regarding collocation-power ~ssucs.  And Rebecca L Sparks had a follow-up 
conversation with Deena Shetler anti Jennifer McKec regarding the same issues 

A t  the requcst of FCC stall; SBC also providcs the following response to the 
Suppleiiiental Comments oTAT&T Corp (filed Ocl. 7, 2003) 

A T a r ' s  Supplcmcntal C'oinmcnts contain a gross mischaracterization of the  effect on 
AI&.l'  of SHC Midwest's prior ~ o l l ~ c a t i o n  power-lusing pollcy According to AT&T, "[ulndei 
S IK ' s  prior policy. ii carrier that rcquired 40 alnps was provided a primary lead fused at 100 
amps. a backup lead fused at I00 amps, and was forced to pay for all 200 amps." AT&T 
Supplciiiciital Comments at 2-3 I That is falsc 

' A I &  I speci t i~dl ly allegcs lha i  - ' l i i lnder SBC's pollcy prior to Apr i l  I, 2003, SRC fused carriers a t  150% 
of Iht. rcqii ircd amps Hiiwcver, SBC' offercd fuse swes of only 20 amps, 50 amps, and 100 amps l'herefore. a 
L m i c r  that rcqil i icd 3 40-amp lcad mas not i\iA hi! 00 amps (le, l5@% ofrequired power), bur was fused for 100 
;imps. which was ihc neb[ size fiiw Lapable o fp luv ld ing  60 amps '' uq a1 3 n 2 

' , , . . I  ,. . ,  , 
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First, although SHC Midwes t ' s  prior p(il icy was to rccommciid that CLECs order fuses at 
I 50"~cl of their anticipated load, SHC Midwest fused ( I L K  DC power leads at the lcvcl actually 
nrclered by the CLFC on its collocation application In fact, i n  most instances SBC Midwest 
would iiot have had sul3cient information cCfcctively to police whether its fus~ng  
reconiiiicndation was followed or not Moreover, even if AT&T had followed this 
rccoiiiiiicnd~i~i~~ii, a s  ckplaincd below, A I & T  ~ ~ ~ o u l d  liavc ordered (and SBC Midwest would 
ha \c  provisioned) niily a lotid of I20 amps (coiisistin~ of two 00 amp leads) ~ not the 200 amps 
I1 Clallils 

Second. A I  KCT's allegauoii thal S ' K  Mid~vesr ol'fered only 20-, 50- and 100-amp fuses 
is completely wrong Indeed, i t  is iistonisliinz that AT&T would make such an assertion when a 
I C \  i e w  of SHC Midwest's ircords of  AT&T's collocation power arrangements in Indiana and 
Ohio rcveals that AT&T currciitly ~ i t i l i 7 c s  power-arrangement lcads in those states fused at *** 

***  anips I n  firel, the vast majority ofAT&T's leads are currently 
fllsed at * * *  
M idncs t ' s  rccords indicate tha t  AT&T does n o t  currently ~itilize any power-arrangement leads in 
Indiana or Ohio [used at * * *  
overstate the potential impact of the prior fusing policy 

* * *  amps ~ fuse sizes that Ar&T claims do not even exist. SBC 

* * *  amps ' Accordiiigly. AT&T's hypothetical arguments 

tinally, AT&' l ' s  ;~llcgatioii\ regarding the level of non-recumng charges that might 
apply 111 the cvcnl a CLEC wishcs to reconfigure its power arrangemcnt under the updated 
collocation power fusing policy arc also exaggerated A U , E C  wishing to "fuse down" from 
1wo 60-amp leads to two 50-amp lcads (125% of a 40-amp request) under the new policy would 
generally be required to subinit ai1 application and to pay only for the work actually involved In 
this scenario, the CLEC would pay for the cost of changing the fuse sizc, BDFB stenciling, and 
uptlatiiig records ~ no charges Tor removing and installing cable would be incurred ' On average, 
the costs for such fuse changes would ruii  between $2,500 and $5,000 per office, depending on 
the number ofarransements an'ectcd. Notably, the majority ofthesc costs are for third-party 
vendor work passed through to thc CLEC If no fuse change IS required (=, where the CLEC 
ortlered and SBC Midwest provisioned a 50-amp fiise and the CLEC wants to reduce the order to 
40 amps ~ rcsultiiig i n  the physical retention of thc 50-amp fuse under thc updated policy), the 
CLEC would pay only thc associated order cliargcs. 

Sonic infomiation contained i n  this letter is confidential Accordingly, pursuant to the 
Conii1iission.s rule.\ governing the handling of such information. I am filing one copy of this 
letter coiitaining the confidential material Inquiries regarding access to the confidential matenal 

' *** 

***  

Indeed, the Ilkcli l lood 01 'I "fuse down" rcw l t ins  in cable removal or installation chargcs i s  remote ~ and 
r~n i i ld  gcnerally apply only whcre a CLEC requests a change in fuse size f rom 100 amps ormore to 60 amps or 
fcucr  This 15 because lead? fused d t  niore than 6 0  amps (SBC Midwest docs not  generally install fusrs between 60 
ai i i l  100 amps) drc generally provlsioncd directly from ihc power plant to a collocatiun arrangement, whereas leads 
d o 0  airips or k w c r  are gcnerally provisioncd from thc BDFH tu the collocatiun arrangement 
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s t i ~ t i l d  be addressed Lo Kev in  Walker, Kcllogg, Hubcr, Haiiscn, Todd & Evans, PLLC, 1615 M 
SIi-ccl, N W , Suile 400, Washington, D C' . 20036, (202)  367-7820. 

111 accordance with t l i i s  Coniiiiission's Public Notice, DA 03-2344 (Ju ly  17, 2003), SBC 
i s  l i l i n ~  an o r i ~ ~ n a l  and two  copies o f  h e  redacted version of this lettcr Thank you for your kind 
ns,istance 111 Illis maller. 

Sincerely, 
n 

Gcoffrcy %*% . Kliiieberg 

cc Pain Arluk 
Deeiia Slicllcr 
lanice Mylc5  
,1011 Feipel 
Karl Hcnry 
Hishiim C'houeiki 
Nicholas Linden 
Layla Seiraii-Naja 
Qualeu International (Redactcd version only) 
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1 hereby declare, under penalty of pejury, that the information contained in the 
foregoing letter is true and correct. 

Executed on October 8,2003. 

&T 
Mchael T. Michelson 


